Based on comparative-legal analysis of the jury trials development in Russia and foreign countries, the authors have shown, that broadening of jury trials powers, resulted in remoteness from finding the truth in criminal cases. Concession of the jury's opinion priority over the professionalism of the judge and the evidences, received in the process of investigation, put in jeopardy the fairness and objectivity of the court's decision. As a result, the court, based on the avesty of justicejury's conclusions, is forced, in some cases, to make a travesty of justice.
In Denmark, Greece, Italy, Finland, Sweden, professional judges, together with the jury, decide the questions of guilt and the assignment of punishment.
In modern Europe, various modifications of the jury trials are increasingly used. For example, in Austria, three judges and eight jurors consider criminal cases with probable punishment of more than 10 years and political crimes. At the same time, the jurors decide the guilt of the defendant and mete out the punishment together with the judges.
In Belgium, a jury trial, consisting of 12 jurors, participates practically only in the cases with a possible sanction of twenty or more years, and the decision is taken by secret ballot with a majority of at least eight jurors.
In Denmark, a jury trial participates in verdicts for the cases with a punishment of at least four years, political crimes, or the cases, threatening by the placement of an accused person in a psychiatric hospital.
In Norway, people's assessors are involved in the courts of the first instance -non-professional judges, and in the appeal court -a panel, consisting of ten jurors. Here, in spite of the acquittal, judges may sanction the second trial, if they consider that the evidences speak for the guilt of the accused person.
In Switzerland, the jury trial, consisting of 12 members, was abolished in all cantons, except for the canton of Geneva, remaining in federal courts, where it is used extremely rarely (Vidmar, 2003) . The actual position of affairs in European countries and states of other continents, regarding the participation of the people's assessors in the judicial proceedings, indicates for a restrained, and, in some ways, even negative attitude towards this institution. And of course, there are certain reasons for this.
Russia (since 1993), and Spain (since 1995) have become the unique countries in Europe, that have restored the traditional jury trial. In Russia, since 1993, the Constitution of the Russian Federation (Article 47) has provided for the participation of jurors in the criminal trials.
English model of the Russian jury trial, copied by our legislator, was formed without taking into account the fact that "neither the emergence, nor the initial development of the English jury, was a reflection of democratic processes; its roots were nourished by other sources," first of all, it was the need for the expansion and centralization of the royal power (Kondratchik, 1991, p. 444-446) .
At that time, the competition or the right to defense were out of the question, due to the British feudal principle: "no one can have a lawyer against his King" (Cairns, 1998, p. 138) . For this reason, the Anglo-American model of criminal justice is still referred to as accusatory (accusatoire) in French-speaking (La Rosa, 2003, p. 26) , and also often in English-speaking (Langer, 2007) sources.
In Russia, the jury trial was abolished on November 24, 1917, by the "Decree on the court", and in 1918 the "jury" was replaced by "people's assessors", whose number was reduced to six, and in 1923 -to two people. As a result, they finally renounced the legal proceedings with the participation of the jury.
In 1993, the jury trial was revived, but in a new Russia, by means of formalizing the country's Constitution. This consolidation of the court provisions has paramount importance, by virtue whereof "the renunciation of jury trial without changing the Constitution is simply impossible" (Demihey, 2003, p. 617) . The modern world practice of fixing the jury trial institution in constitutions proceeds from three options (Http://worldconstitutions.ru/).
The main option is the situation, when the Constitution establishes the right of the accused person of trial by jury. This is Constitutional legislation of the United Kingdom (Article 39 of the Magna Carta of 1215), as well as the Constitution of Austria (Article 91), Belgium (Article 150), Greece (Article 97.1), the USA (the 6th Amendment, 1791) and Sweden (Article 2).
Another option is when the Constitution establishes the right of the accused person for considering his case by a court, conforming to international standards: fair, public trial, within a reasonable time, by an independent court, created in accordance with the law. Examples include the constitutions of the Kingdom of the Netherlands (Article 17), Finland (Article 21) and France (Article 7).
The third option is the consolidation in the Constitution the right of citizens to participate in the administration of criminal justice as jurors: the Constitution of the Kingdom of Denmark (Article 65.2), the Kingdom of Spain (Article 125), the Republic of Macedonia (Article 103) and the Republic of Croatia (Article 118).
Thus, the jury trial is fixed as a legal institution at a constitutional level in 28 of 45 European states, and the right of the accused person to a jury trial is in the constitutions of 22 states (Dudko, 2013, p. 99-100) . qualitative way. It is known, that throughout the history of its activities, jury trials in Russia have made more acquittals, than the ordinary courts. The percentage of acquittals, made by jurors, is high even today (in 2015, 11% of considered cases), whereas the share of acquittals in courts without their participation, does not exceed 1%.
In 2001, it was proposed to extend the jury trial, except for federal subject courts to the district courts, as the means of anti-corruption in the judicial system of Russia (Vetrova, 2001, p. 267) .
The jury trial in modern Russia is not a norm, it is a certain phenomenon or a perfect feature of the proceedings (it is more the exception, than the rule).
In Russia, in 2015, about 70% of criminal cases resulted in sentencing in the process of case consideration, both in a special procedure for the trial and with the conclusion of a pre-trial cooperation agreement. In remaining 30% of cases, considering per standard procedure, the number of defendants, whose cases were considered by the jury, was 0,06 % (Http://www.cdep.ru/index.php?id=79). For comparison, now in the United States, 97,4% of criminal cases are resolved by virtue of plea bargaining.
A.D. Boykov, speaking in general against the jury trials, emphasizes, that in England, in the United States, in Canada and France -"the jury trial considers only 1-4% of all criminal cases" (Boykov, 2002, p. 98) .
A.V. Pobedkin believes, that the jury trial is "ill-adapted to the establishment of objective truth", although he makes the reservation, that "with the existing legal consciousness of professional judges, their attitude to the possibility of acquittals, the refusal from a jury trial is premature" (Pobedkin, 2013, p. 248) .
The current stage of the jury trial development in Russia can rightfully be called revolutionary. In an annual address to the Federal Assembly in 2015, the President of the Russian Federation, V.V. Putin expressed his opinion on the need to reform the jury institution. In particular, the head of the state proposed "to strengthen the role of the jury institution, to expand the number of cases, that they can consider... to think about reducing the number of jurors to 5-7 people, while preserving the full autonomy and independence of the jury in making decisions" (Http://kremlin.ru/events/president/news/).
